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Applicant(s) 

FEIST ETAL. 



Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

pfriod FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 
a \ n ThP oeriod for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. lotarln 

fee have been filed is the date for purposes of deter mining he pe £, d for reply originally set in the final Office action; or 

timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

1 □ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed Iwithin the period setfort* <" 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 .191 (d)), to avo.d d.sm.ssal of the appeal. 
2.G3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) B they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) 0- they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
5 g The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)E request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: .Sep Continuation Sheet. 
6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 ® For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)BI will not be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: none . 
Claim(s) objected to: none . 
Claim(s) rejected: U§0- 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: none. 

8. D The drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. H Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). HJ2. 

10. D Other: 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) ^| 

fhan the ^opLTatZLent and did not require the specific structural location of the plasfc resm port,on. 
The Examiner notes that the amendment to the Title has been entered. 



Continuation of 5 does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: applicants" arguments are directed I to the 
£S£S^££ so far as theyapply to the present rejections of record, ^^^J^^^^^S^ 
"cause effective variables" and that the claimed properties are not necessarily present in the cited prior art. The Examiner respecttuliy 

diS T 9 he e Examiner notes that the prior art recognizes all of the claimed properties as known properties of recording media (as evidenced in 

ripsired that determines whether a variable is "cause effective". Since the prior art teachings meet both (a) and (b) above, the txarniner 
^^^SS^emZvOaitning optimizations of properties that are known in the art, specifically optimization to values that are 
trnonized lloSedZTeZSln AppHcants have presented no experimental evidence that the closest pnor art (as exempted by 
thTdtef prio? SSSiX^^S^ of obtaining these properties nor whether said closest prior art would not nece ssar, ly 
S^^ioprttos ("inherency" is representative of a 102-type rejection while the present rejections are all under 35 U.S.C. 103). 
ComDarison aaainst non-cited art that is not deemed the "closest prior art" is not convincing. 

SS^TInSr w that the areal recording density is solely a function of the media and conveys structural l.mrtations. The 

EX The a'reaf S£2S$SZ°~ stated by applicants on page 1 3 of the afterfina. response, "refers to the amount of data that can be 
sJe i ^l^aSnl^nSd dhk platter "real estate"". This amount of data is strongly dependent on how ^^TjS^ 
fpedficalfyL type of head used, the spacing of the head, etc. All this effects the size of the recording bits, which effects the bits/track, 
which effects the total bits (tracks/area), i.e. the "recording density". 
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